earn a livelihood by reason of a deprivation or want of sight might be judged as economically blind.
In an attempt to put the matter on a sound basis for the earlier stages, we might, perhaps, be content with comparative inaccuracy, certainly with something short of scientific precision. Many of the difficulties would subsequently be cleared up by experience. Should the State give aid to the blind there would be a large increase of those applying for assistance, and it would be necessary to exclude those seeing too well. This must be left for ophthalmic experts. Many people who desired to live easily without work would make a claim for assistance; while the independent, spirited workman would endeavour to remain under employment, and would accept any position among his former mates rather than go to an institution, and be classed as a blind man.
As one interested in a large public institution for the blind, he looked forward to State aid and co-operation of the local authorities, in addition to charitable assistance, in order to improve, as far as possible, the condition of these afflicted people.
Mr. W. T. HOLMES SPICER considered that the matter had been thoroughly threshed out in the discussion: he had little to add; he agreed with Mr. Rockliffe and Mr. Cross in what they had said. The subject bristled with difficulties, and regulations could not be made which would be universally satisfactory. If acuity of vision were specified without mention of the size of the visual fields trouble would sometimes arise. But it would be well if, at some future time, a more exact definition of blindness were attempted, as a guide for those people who had to decide who were blind. That led to the next question -namely, whether lay members of a County Council were the proper judges of blindness; whether instead, the decision should not rest with ophthalmic surgeons, who were able to take a broad view of every case. He thought the Section should not be in a hurry to make definitions now, but should be content with signifying their willingness to help if applied to: and that any regulations they did make should be for the guidance of experts rather than for laymen.
The PRESIDENT (Mr. Priestley Smith, F.R.C.S.) reminded the Section that although they might be willing to advise the Government Departmental Committee, and might do so with advantage, their advice had not been asked. In matters of public importance such as the measure proposed, the authorities, he thought, should refer to some recognised body of experts rather than to an individual. No one could deal with the question better than Mr. Grimsdale, who had their entire confidence, and if, at the beginning, the right course had been taken, he might now have been in a position to report to his Committee as an authorised representative of this Section.
